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it at several points. It Las been now definitely proved
that there is no relation between the two grcaps. On the
southern border of the Himalayas Sten Konowhas found out
some languages, which though of Tibeto-Burman origin,
present some characteristics similar to those in Mun<3a".
There we find, no doubt, the last traces of the Munda
which once existed in that region. The westernmost of
these dialects is the Kanawari in the valley of the Sutlej
spoken at the confluence of the Sutlej and the Spiti, i.e.,
the southern frontier of Kashmir. To the east, in Nepal,
KanasI, MancatI, Ranglol, Bunan, Rankas, Darmiya,
CaudansI, ByansI, and Dhimal are connected with it. It
should be therefore admitted that the domain of Munda,
Mon-Khmer and other connected languages was much more
considerable than it is at present. It is only in later times
that this domain has been reduced and cut into pieces by
Aryan and Dravidian on the west and Tibeto-Burman on
the east.
The seven linguistic groups, enumerated before, can be
reduced to three principal groups according to Schmidt.
San tali (or Munda in general) is more closely related to
Mon-Khmer than to Khasi. Nikobarese occupies a
middle position between Khasi (and Wa languages) and
Mon-Khmer-cum-Munc]a. Berisi (and Jakun) of Malaya
is more related to the latter group than to the Senoi-
Semang as expected from its geographical position. On
the contrary a division must be established in the second
group : Semang, Tembe, Senoi, and Sakei.l The Semang
dialects should be put apart and the Senoi (Sakei, Tembe)
should be considered as a particular group by itself. Both
may be included in a more general group but it should be
pointed out that Senoi inclines more towards the Berisi
1 Die sprachen  der  Sakei   und   Semang    ant  Malaga    und ihr
verhaltnis zu den Mon-khmer SpTachen, p. 135.